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Abstract This study offers a multifaceted perspective on the history and theory of North
American urban development. It extends a framework that deconstructs the complex urban
evolution process into the three stages of assembly, disassembly, and reassembly. Urban devel-
opment is explained through planning, architectural and critical theoretical perspectives. This
study examines the inextricable links among land use regulations, public policies, transporta-
tion, urban economics, and communication technologies and underlines their impacts on
shaping suburbia and downtown redevelopments. It argues that today’s revived traditional
cores and medium-to-high-density mixed use developments are not mere incarnations of his-
toric urban models. Despite responding to certain real-market demands for livable and vibrant
urban environments, these quasi-traditional developments are driven by globalization forces
and facilitated by cutting-edge technological advancements. Using combined evidence from
theoretical investigations and interviews with experienced professionals, this research demon-
strates the complexity and multidimensionality of urban development processes that require
in-depth understanding of current global socioeconomic and technological transformations.
ª 2020 Higher Education Press Limited Company. Production and hosting by Elsevier B.V. on
behalf of KeAi. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
1. Introduction

Modern urban/suburban developments in North America
were accompanied with or caused by industrial revolution
and associated innovations in agriculture, transportation,
manufacturing, and telecommunications. The industrial
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vigor of the 19th and early 20th century accelerated urban
growth and transformed the face of downtowns with
smoke and grime from factory chimneys and wastelands of
railyards, brownfields, and blocked waterfronts. Measures
for public health and safety as well as new visions for
redefining the geographical and social distribution of
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urban functions were extended. The suburban movement
of middle and upper-middle classes was set in motion since
the 1960s, and suburban sprawl defined the development
patterns of the North American built form (Jacobs, 1961;
Hall, 1996; Sewel. 1993; Southworth M. et al., 1997). Cit-
ies are recently striving to maintain and/or revive their
traditional urban fabric that was partially or totally
replaced by modern developments. Postmodernism, con-
textualism, traditionalism, and new urbanism are just a
handful of theoretical “isms” that label the new direction.
The proponents of the latter direction, which is incorpo-
rated in this paper under “reassembly” of urban form,
oppose the functionalist landscape of modern spaces and
invariably call for a revival of traditional city forms. They
criticize the commodification and standardization trends
of modern architecture and planning that generated a loss
of human scale and sense of place. Further emphasis is
placed on diversity, context and mixed land uses, and
reintegration of streets and public spaces. Central to the
new culture is a celebration of city life and an interest in
the morphology of urban space and the way it elicits
meanings and affects perceptions and overall social
experience.

The current research incorporates a rich and complex
theoretical mosaic aimed at generating a multifaceted
understanding of urban development and design issues.
Consistent with various inductive methodologies, this
study uses theories as patterns and/or frameworks that
explain and provide a nuanced perspective of built forms
(Creswell, 1994; Lincoln and Guba, 1985). Actual de-
velopments and theoretical constructs are discussed to
identify figure heads, events, and movements that
accompanied the rise of built forms. Urban development
is explained in terms of the dialectical interrelations
between social and physical patterns. The main argument
of this research regarding the impact of technology and
globalization on cities is supported by the theoretical
investigation and also corroborated by 15 in-depth in-
terviews with a group of very experienced professionals
practicing in the City of Toronto, Canada. Toronto’s urban
region encompasses vast urban settings ranging from
mixed-use traditional centers and moderately dispersed
nodes to overly suburbanized and segregated zones.
Research participants are selected from a slate of senior
practitioners with extensive involvement in a wide range
and scales of urban developments throughout the North
American continent and beyond.

This study advocates a multifaceted understanding of
urban form and development processes. It conceives built
forms as the incubator of social processes and the product
of these very same processes. As such, the urban envi-
ronment is produced by the aggregate and interdependent
dynamics of socioeconomic and political forces interacting
within the boundaries of an evolutionary physical context
that is not only culturally contingent but also culturally
transforming (Gottdiener, 1994). As much as social and
economic relations presuppose urban space, they are also
conditioned by the physical attributes of urban space.
Social, economic, and physical configurations exhibit
evolving properties through which they interact and
transform one another (Lefebvre, 1991; Giddens, 1984,
1987).
2. Urban development phases

This study identifies three phases in the evolution of urban
form as follows: the assembly and integration of city com-
ponents; the fragmentation and/or disassembly of the city;
and the current reassembly efforts aimed at reviving certain
elements of traditional city. To provide a broad under-
standing of urban form evolution, the assembly phase as
discussed in this work is not confined to North America but
incorporates a brief description of European cities between
the 10th and the 19th centuries. The other two phases of the
evolution of urban form took place over the last hundred
years. Industrialization and 20th century technological in-
novations dislocated and overshadowed traditional cities.
The latter process was concomitant with the eruption of
modernism with its inherent shunning of the past and
heightened reliance on urban engineering. It dramatically
changed the social and spatial configuration of cities.
Zoning, economic, and transportation models as well as a
myriad of other tools that accompanied modernity increased
the polarity between private and public spheres and
generally favored the physical segregation of urban func-
tions into socially and economically distinct components.

2.1. Assembly phase

As the forerunner and major contributor to the develop-
ment of North American cities, the evolution of European
urban form is covered briefly below in order provide a
broader understanding of the notion of urbanity. The latter
spanned a period of approximately one thousand years
during which the medieval city gave way to the renaissance
order, and then to baroque spatial ambitions that expanded
urban functions and created diverse networks of roads,
parks and public places. The medieval/renaissance/
baroque mishmash has resulted in the urban phenomenon
that’s widely known today as traditional cities. The dis-
cussion of the assembly phase also alludes to the impact of
industrialization on 19th and early 20th Century European
and American cities.

2.1.1. Medieval, renaissance, and baroque
The medieval sentiment “city air makes one free” (Ellin,
1995, 4) was manifested in the creation of social, politi-
cal, and physical configurations that continue to affect the
urban structure of modern cities. Medieval cities took
various forms and generally tended not to establish formal
models like classical cultures. They adapted themselves
freely to geographical, economic, and social circumstances
that informed the development of their physical forms
(Benevolo, 1980, 308; Mumford, 1961, 299e316). Despite
the socioeconomic tribulations of feudalism, the public and
private spheres in the late medieval European cities were
coordinated through intermediary structures, such as pro-
fessional guilds, vocational associations, and religious in-
stitutions. Public places, including alleys, streets, and
squares, played a vital role in the social dynamics of the
urban community (Fig. 1a).

Renaissance builders attempted to impose a formal
classical order on the organic structure of medieval cities.
Alberti, Palladio, Bramante, and other Renaissance



Fig. 1 Medieval, renaissance, and baroque city plans Cuthbert (2006).

Multifaceted perspective on North American urban development 469
architecteplanners (15th century) favored simple geometry
and pure forms. Thus, expansive plazas and straight roads
with symmetrical compositions and strong axes were liter-
ally carved out of the dense medieval urban maze (Gallion
et al., 1986, 44). Renaissance Planners did not substantially
eradicate the cramped medieval urban fabric (Fig. 1b) but
rather juxtaposed monumental squares and straight roads
with the old irregular streets (Southworth et al., 1997,
14e18; Broadbent, 1990, 35e7). However, the Renaissance
period witnessed the emergence of a wealthy and powerful
aristocracy that aimed to distinguish its life from the
masses. Aristocrats generally sought social distinction
through civic benefactions and physical secession from the
public (Vance, 1990, 203e6). Weber noted that Renaissance
urbanity promoted and helped institutionalize the sciences
and the arts, which consequently created a multitude of
crafts and professions that shaped the city’s civic identity
city (Zijderveld, 1998). Baroque planning attempted to
establish an orchestrated design structure for the
medievalerenaissance mishmash (Fig. 1c). The idea was to
create a movement system that would tie down the critical
components of the city and enhance its overall visual order
(Barnette, 1986, 10; Bacon, 1967, 117-41; Broadbent,
1990). Mumford (1961) indicated that Baroque planning
transpired a shift in emphasis from building walkable fine-
grained architectural enclosures, characteristic of medie-
val cities to engineered urban environments suitable for
wheeled traffic and power display. The ultimate baroque
statement was exemplified in the planning of royal cities,
such as Versailles, Karlsruhe, and St. Petersburg. Avenues
radiated from the royal palaces and stretched almost infi-
nitely amid highly ordered and scenically designed gardens
and urban precincts (Mumford, 1961; Gallion et al., 1986;
Vance, 1990). The Baroque spatial configurations had a
pervasive influence on subsequent European city develop-
ment, as manifested in 19th century Haussmann’s plans for
Paris. They also crossed the Atlantic via L’Enfant’s original
concept for Washington (1792) and Burnham’s “City Beau-
tiful” monumental schemes for Chicago (1893e1909). The
latter were derivatives from Baroque Panning visions (Fig.
1c).

2.1.2. Early North American cities and industrialization
The bulk of the early North American cities over the 17th
and 18th centuries adopted gridiron street networks as a
basis for new town plans (Fig. 2a). The grid provided a
pragmatic approach for land division and property con-
struction. Open spaces penetrated the grid to accommo-
date parks and communal spaces (Vance, 1990). The
introduction of Renaissance/Baroque visions in Washington
and Chicago “City Beautiful” plans encouraged the devel-
opment of classical architecture in North American cities.
Public buildings were laid out along monumental civic
squares emulating the 1893 Columbian exposition in Chi-
cago (Fig. 3, Barnette, 1986; Kashef, 2017; 2018). The in-
dustrial development of the 19th and early 20th century
brought numerous unemployed and low-wage farmers to
urban factories, which offered little or no accommodation
with the consequence of creating large slum areas in
established city cores. Intensified pollution from factories
in city cores and along waterfronts as well as railroads (Fig.
2c) resulted in anti-urban sentiments and led planners to
envision suburban, picturesque, and pastoral landscapes as
healthier living alternatives to existing cites (Scott et al.,
2014; Mumford, 1961; Vance, 1990; Hall, 1996;
Southworth et al., 1997).
2.2. Disassembly phase

The previous account briefly alluded to the cumulative
process that characterized the urban development from
medieval times until the early 20th century. Successive
development schemes invariably harnessed substantial
parts of the existing urban fabric as a basis for further
refinement and enhancement of the quality of urban space.
Therefore, city developments that took place between the
10th and 19th centuries in Europe can be typified as
aggregative with a general tendency to add and/or partially
modify inherited built forms. They manifested symbiotic
relationships between physical and social patterns, private
and public realms, and urban space and countryside,
hence, the characterization of “assembly phase.”

The modern approach to realize new urban visions was
radically different from its predecessors. Modern planners
attempted to abandon old cities and advance a “Clean
Slate” paradigm. The congestion, pollution, and deterio-
rating housing conditions in 19th century cites provided
impetus for modern utopian visions aiming to secede or
disentangle projected new developments from existing



Fig. 2 Early American city and industrialization (Campbell, 2012; Trancik, 1986; Kashef, 2017; 2018).

Fig. 3 The columbian exposition in 1893 (Barnette, 1986; Trancik, 1986; Hall, 1996).
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cities (Kashef, 2017; 2018). Such developments signaled the
beginning of a new era in city building, which is dubbed in
this article as the “Disassembly phase.”

2.2.1. Utopian visions
Modern Utopians embraced the emerging industrial and
technological innovations and endeavored to speculate
about new city forms. Fishman (1977) singled out three
models as comprehensive schemes that profoundly influ-
enced the development of modern cities, namely, Ebenezer
Howard’s “Garden City,” “Broadacre City” of Frank Lloyd
Wright, and Le Corbusier’s “Ville Radielle.” Utopian ideals
traveled all corners of the globe. The ideas presented
below are bound to include theoretical constructs from
Europe and/or elsewhere and not necessarily confined to
North America, which is the main focus of this research.

Howard’s Garden City (1898e1902) was not a physical
design exercise per se but a new urban configuration, which
as Mumford notes, “marks a turning point in the conception
of both municipal economics and municipal government.”
Howard aimed to transfer the city from a private com-
mercial venture to a cooperative institution (Mumford,
1961, 422). His concept of the “Town-country magnet,”
consisted of 1000 acres of urban land surrounded by 5000
acres of agricultural fields. The proposal called for only
30,000 inhabitants of various income groups and occupa-
tions in the urban part and 2000 farmers in the agricultural
belt. Civic facilities were planned at the city center within
substantial park areas and successive rings of exclusively
zoned commercial, residential, and industrial facilities
encircle the urban core (Fig. 4). Since the garden city was
envisioned with predetermined geographic and de-
mographic limits, Howard proposed to accommodate
growth only through building other garden cities. These
cities would eventually grow to form a regional structure of
several garden cities surrounding a large central city, and
all were connected via an intermunicipal railway system.
Permanent agricultural belts would both contain and sus-
tain the urban growth of garden cities. Howard’s scheme
was loaded with a social agenda that set forth a coopera-
tive system responsible only to the local citizens. Despite
the static configuration that would arise from fixing growth
limits, Howard asserted that the dynamism created by his
regional scheme of garden cities would restructure Britain’s
urban system and provide a superior alternative to existing
cities. He aimed to advance a model for urban decentral-
ization, which would relieve old cities from congestion and
provide improved environments for accommodating the
excessive urban growth that followed the 19th century
industrialization (Fishman, 1977; Batty et al., 2009; Ward,
1993; Hall and Ward, 1998; Eisner et al., 1993; Towers,
1995).

In the process of realizing the earliest garden cities,
Letchworth (1903) and Welwin (1919), Howard could not
secure enough funds for developing them as model coop-
erative communities. He relied on a strong business pres-
ence to proceed with construction (Hardy, 1991). In terms
of physical form, the Garden City was characterized by the
design features that architecteplanners Raymond Unwin
and Barry Parker brought to Letchworth, such as undulating



Fig. 4 Garden city diagrams and reality (garden cities of tomorrow, 1902; Mumford, 1961; Fishman, 1977; Ward, 1993; Hall,
1996).
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streets, super blocks, cul-de-sacs, residential courts, and
low-density housing. The garden city morphology was
adapted to the design and development of garden suburbs,
notably Hampstead in 1907, with no industry or regional
framework. Howard’s social themes were generally
confused with the physical configurations that were real-
ized by Unwin, Parker, and many others in the development
of subsequent low-density suburbs (Hall, 1996; Hall and
Ward, 1998). Mumford (1961) alluded to the success of
Howard’s idea as a strategic regional approach to decen-
tralize congested urban centers and accommodate popu-
lation growth. He also pointed to the success of Letchworth
and Welwin garden cities as the factor that led to the new
towns act of 1946. This success resulted in the development
of a ring of new towns around London and in various other
parts of England and Europe as well (Ward, 1993; Greed,
1993; Sies et al., 1996). In the half century after 1946,
Britain built 28 new towns, with eight of them around
London at a distance of approximately 30 miles from the
center. The combined population of British new towns at
the 1991 census was 2,254,300 people. Despite accommo-
dating excessive population growth from London and British
cities, the new towns lacked basic elements of Howard’s
vision. The postwar new towns neither formed social city
clusters nor conformed to population, geographic, and
cooperative framework of Howard’s garden cities. They
were essentially public initiatives that were subsidized by
the British government (Hall and Ward, 1998, 52e69).
In the United States, Stein and Wright synthesized and
further developed Hampstead’s physical features in devel-
oping planned communities, such as Radburn, New Jersey,
and Sunnyside, New York. They codified the use of super
blocks, cul-de-sacs, curvilinear streets, and Perry’s neigh-
borhood unit. In his milestone article/diagram, Clarence
Perry (1929) laid out the principles of designing successful
neighborhoods with an elementary school and religious es-
tablishments at the community center, large interior gar-
dens, and hierarchical street network. Vehicular traffic in
Radburn plan was reduced in local access streets and pre-
dominantly restricted to peripheral roads outside residen-
tial blocks (Fig. 5). Radburn design and planning elements
had a pervasive influence on the development of subse-
quent residential suburbs in North America and beyond.
Stein and Wright attempted to revive the garden city ideal
once more with the inauguration of Franklin Roosevelt’s
New Deal in 1930 and became consultants to the Resettle-
ment Administration’s Greenbelt Town program (Kashef,
2017; Parsons, 1990; Luccarelli, 1995; Cullingworth, 1997;
Southworth et al., 1997; Bernick et al., 1997).

In contrast to Howard who wanted to incorporate a
piece of the country within the city, Frank Lloyd Wright
wanted to fuse the city and the country to eradicate urban/
rural distinction (Schaffer, 1988, 265e78). The individual
house, built within a one-acre farm, became the main unit
of the human settlement in which everything from living
and recreational patterns to means of transport were



Fig. 5 Radburn, New Jersey. WTTW: 10 Towns that changed Alexander (1977) (https://interactive.wttw.com/ten/towns/more/
radburn).
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flexible and configured according to personal imperatives
(Wright, 1958). Wright proposed in the 1950s very advanced
transportation technologies yet to achieved today; his
drawings show flying cars and helicopter taxis comfortably
navigating the city sky (Fig. 6a, Kashef, 2008). Wright
configured a new human landscape that relies on the pro-
liferation of cars, telegraph, telephone, and other
advanced means of transportation and communication. He
certainly believed that technological advancements would
abolish the tyranny of geography and afford people the
freedom to decide where to live, work, and play. Wright
proposed to build a basic house of standardized industrial
components, which could be extended by the owner at
leisure. The Levitts, well known mid-20th-century com-
mercial builders in New York, used this idea to build Lev-
ittown in Long Island, a suburb that became a legend of its
own time and was the archetypal development with which
American suburbs were modeled.
Fig. 6 Wright and le corbusier city visions (Kas
The invention of the safety elevator and steel frame in
the last two decades of the 19th century unlocked limita-
tions on building heights and prompted architects to
contemplate the skyscraper as a superior form of urban
development (Fig. 6b). Le Corbusier, in particular, wanted
to literally dismantle all forms of premodern urbanism. He
called for the demolition of congested urban centers,
replacing them with soaring towers interspersed by super
highways and expanses of green space (Fig. 6c). Le Cor-
busier envisioned a city for millions of people housed in
skyscrapers that hardly cover more than five percent of the
land. The idea of “tower in a park” that pervades modern
cities today was mainly derived from his urban vision,
proving his immense influence on modern architecture and
planning.

With the building of the first high-speed internal com-
bustion engine in 1885, the automobile began to replace
other means of transport. By the 1960s, automobiles
hef, 2008; Wright, 1958; Le Corbusier, 1935).

https://interactive.wttw.com/ten/towns/more/radburn
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became the undisputed mode of urban transportation in
North America. The call to transform roads to cope with the
increasing pace of automobile transport started as early as
1909 in the first National Conference on City Planning in
Washington D.C. The Conference urged cities to build
highways that would enable traffic to bypass the center-
city and open the fringe land for industrial and commercial
development. Several limited access highways were built in
New York during the first three decades of the 20th century.
Using a state act of 1924, which he had personally drafted,
Robert Moses acquired vast land and built a system of
highways or parkways to connect Manhattan with Long Is-
land beaches (Hall, 1996, 277). However, highways began to
shape the urban form of American cities only after the
Second World War, following the inception of huge Federal
programs of highway construction (Fig. 7).

2.2.2. Modern project: urban economics, public policies,
and planning theory
The utopian visions referenced above were subsequently
manifested in modern urban developments, especially
during the second half of the 20th century. A myriad of
economic and transportation models as well as planning
theories emerged during the same time and set the stage
for the enactment of a complex array of public policies and
land use regulations that contributed to the dispersed
structure of the American city.

The dominant model of the traditional urban economy
was the so-called mono-centric city, in which all employ-
ment was assumed to be concentrated in the downtown
with the remainder of the land devoted to housing. Poly-
centric city models thrived over the last few decades,
reflecting the changes in urban structure and economy.
According to Bogart (1998), polycentric city models allow
for various employment centers throughout a metropolitan
area, including the downtown, office parks, suburban
malls, and industrial districts. The polycentric economic
models encourage the idea of specialization and trade by
various different-sized “open” economies. Open economy
is defined by Bogart (1998, 4) as a market that is not self-
sufficient, preferring instead to trade goods and services
with other open economies. Modernism fascination with
Fig. 7 Cars and highways of the 1950se60s: urban expansion a
roads-transformed-america).
polycentric urban models coupled with the economy of
scale achieved due to concentration of specialized activ-
ities in suburbs led to an explosion of peripheral urban
developments in the United States (O’Sullivan, 1996).

Modern urban economic theories probably guide regu-
lators and policymakers and provide a framework for dis-
assembling the city. Exclusive-use suburbs were sanctioned
by zoning, which aimed to promote the public’s health,
safety, and welfare and prevent the negative external ef-
fects associated with the proximity of incompatible uses.
Residential, commercial, and employment migration to the
suburbs followed the highway expansion and was facilitated
by land use regulations, cheap land, and tax policies (Fig.
8). Peripheral suburbs developed from residential, com-
mercial, or industrial enclaves into super-burbs or Edge
Cities. The geography of workeresidence linkages in this
new decentralized metropolis changed from being nested
within the commuter sheds of the city center to an
increasingly diverse and highly fragmented structure
(Garreau, 1991, 1995). Another significant factor in the
decentralization or rather disassembly of the city in the
United States was the expansion of the federal role in the
mortgage market. Almost all new houses were built in the
suburbs because the federal agencies followed business
practice in relation to mortgage, which included favoring
economically sound suburban locations over doubtful inner
city areas (Cullingworth, 1997).

Two distinct planning theories emerged, that is, “sys-
tems view” of planning and “rational comprehensive pro-
cess,” which were not always clearly distinct, according to
Taylor (1998). The systems theory of planning looked at the
city as distinct components and activity patterns. It aimed
to divide the city into manageable components and estab-
lish workable links in-between to optimize movement and
traffic patterns. It classified the urban organism into mobile
objects, such as people, goods, and vehicles, and immobile
or physical infrastructure, such as buildings and transport
channels. Land was put into a special category of its own,
whereas all other life features, such as living, working,
shopping, and recreation, were represented as a series of
activity patterns with different degrees of interactions and
interconnections among them. Two stages were outlined in
nd decentralization. Srinivasan (2018) (https://capx.co/how-
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Fig. 8 Symptoms of Urban Disassembly: sprawl, exclusive zoning and dominance of cars.
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the systems approach. The first stage presupposed an un-
derstanding of the system components and the in-
terdependencies among them, whereas the second stage
involved exercising intelligent control over the system
(Mcloughlin, 1969; Taylor, 1998, 1999; Catanese et al.,
1988, 43e53). The application of a systems view to the
urban change precipitated a host of explanatory theories
that described and explained urban distribution and struc-
ture. It included concentric zone theories, sector and
multiple nuclei theory, central place theory, density-
distance theories, wave theory of metropolitan growth,
industrial location theory, CBD and commercial hierarchy
theory, land use distribution theory, and social area anal-
ysis. These theories and others formed the basis for
formulating urban disassembly predictive models, which
were applied to demography, land use, regional economics,
transportation network, urban simulation, and commercial
facility citing (Wolfe, 1989, 62e77).

The rational comprehensive process was mainly
conceived as a sequence of steps linking available means to
given ends. It included the following: (1) identifying the
problem, (2) laying out the major alternative solutions, (3)
evaluating the alternative solutions, (4) implementing the
chosen alternative, and (5) monitoring (Faludi, 1973;
Giddens, 1984). The process permits multiple iterations,
feedback loops, and elaboration of subprocesses (Hudson,
1979). Numerous sophisticated quantitative techniques
evolved in connection with rational planning process to aid
decision-making and assess alternatives, including the
critical path method, program evaluation and review
technique, costebenefit analysis models, and decision
trees and simulation models (Catanese et al., 1988, 49).
Inherent in rational process was the notion of planning as a
means to apply “objective knowledge” to public decision-
making. It assumed that the scientific methods used
within the model were value free and conceived for public
good.

2.3. The reassembly phase

This phase is tied with a fundamental shift in western
thought and culture from “modernism” to “post-
modernism,” which precipitated conflicts and heated de-
bates in most intellectual circles, including philosophy,
social and political sciences, economics, arts, architecture,
and planning (Harvey, 1989, 2000). Wellmer (1985, 338)
noted that postmodernism marked a rupture, break, or
secession from modernism dominant themes, forms, and
modes of thought. He stated that postmodernism emerged
from a sentiment that the unifying assumptions of moder-
nity had been “blown to pieces.” Postmodernists chal-
lenged the modernist faith in reason and science as a basis
for human emancipation and progress (Taylor, 1998, 164).
The underlying issue that seems to unite postmodernist
architects and planners is the rejection of modernism and a
romantic turn to the past. Postmodernists tend to cross the
intellectual disciplinary boundaries in a way that defies
classifying them according to professional affiliations.

Charles Jencks dated the eclipse of modern architec-
tural and planning ideologies as of July 15, 1972, which is
the date when the award winning Pruitt-Igoe housing estate
in St. Louis was purposefully dynamited. Pruitt-Igoe was a
byproduct of a large urban renewal program that started in
the early 1950 and aimed to redevelop rundown inner city
areas and improve transportation networks. The scope of
renewal schemes included eradicating dilapidated housing
neighborhoods “slum areas,” extending highways in and
around downtown districts, and building new housing pro-
jects to accommodate the displaced residents. The new
highways fragmented the urban cores and in certain cases
separated city centers from waterfronts, and they were
generally surrounded by substantial areas of underutilized
urban space. Most new commercial facilities that replaced
old buildings were divorced from the street space and were
also contrived with inwardly oriented activities that pulled
pedestrians away from the sidewalks. The rising land values
in downtown areas encouraged investors to build imposing
skyscrapers with large and mostly dysfunctional plazas at
the street level. The streets were depleted from pedestrian
activity, particularly during the evenings and weekends.
Safety in city spaces became questionable and middle-class
residents fled downtowns to the suburbs. As mentioned
previously, many federal and municipal policies that
encouraged the middle class to relocate in the suburbs
resonated with the detrimental impact of urban renewal
schemes on city centers. Various publications, movements,
and milestone events that took place during the 1960se70s
began to change cultural attitudes and question modernist
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developments. Jacobs’s book “The Death and Life of Great
American Cities” published in 1961 considerably impacted
planning thought in North America and Britain. Jacobs
viewed unfolding as having disassembled urban configura-
tion of American cities as a consequence of following
modernist planning ideas. Her message was accompanied
by a pragmatic stance as an activist and a community
organizer. She participated with several citizen groups in
mobilizing protests against inner city highway construction
and urban renewal projects. Subsequent cultural, archi-
tectural, philosophical, and planning movements set forth a
new agenda and called for the reassembly or reintegration
of urban components. The most significant movements for
the purpose of this study are contextualism, New Urbanism,
and sustainability.

2.3.1. Contextualism
The essence of contextualism lies in understanding the
cultural and human characteristics of physical space. Con-
textualists called for further diversity, emphasis on local
context and mixed land uses, urban regeneration, and fine-
grain urban grids (Rossi, 1966; Ravetz, 1980; Goodchild,
1990; Venturi, 1966). Central to the culture of con-
textualists is a celebration of traditional city life and the
desire to revive the social and symbolic functions of the
streets and other public spaces (Ellin, 1995; Lynch, 1981;
Krier, 1979, 1998; Colquhoun, 1989; Madanipour, 1996;
Kashef, 2008, 2011). Rowe and Koetter (1978) criticized
the modernists’ inclination to eradicate older cities; he
urged architects not to disregard the street, the square,
and the role of building mass as a definer of urban space.
He also emphasized the multivalent nature of urban form
and called designers to avail of the existing urban fabric
and integrate it with the constantly introduced elements of
the city into a cohesive whole, a “collage city.” Alexander
(1977) attempted to layout hundreds of patterns that
people intuitively created and developed to enjoy their
physical environment. He also studied many traditional
buildings and town forms that most people seem to enjoy
regardless of their own predilections. He argued that lay
people may naturally and unconsciously build successful
and enjoyable environments in what he termed “timeless
way of building.”

2.3.2. New urbanism
The New Urbanism movement expressed a renewed interest
in traditional urban forms and enthusiastically affirmed the
relevancy and capacity of traditional urbanity to cope with
current urban imperatives (Duany and Plater-Zyberk, 1991;
Katz, 1994; Kelbaugh, 1997; Gratz et al., 1998). Proponents
of the New Urbanism argue that modernist urban form and
land use regulations perpetuate inequities and create
insurmountable difficulties for low-income groups. While
employment sources moved to suburban locations that
generally lacked affordable housing, low-income groups
were effectively segregated in inner city areas without real
job prospects or accessible means of transport to connect
them with suburban employment. The New Urbanists
maintain that modernist urban networks also undermined
the social and cultural role that could be played by chil-
dren, youth, and the elderly. The inaccessibility of the
private automobile to these groups diminishes their
mobility and prevents them from engaging in productive
and culturally enriching urban experiences. The New Ur-
banism aims to restructure the disassembled, sprawled
and/or fragmented metropolis into interconnected
compact settlements with mixed uses and relatively high
densities. The resulting spatial and built configurations
would consume few land and natural resources, preserve
the environment, reduce dependence on the automobile,
encourage walking and biking, and support public transit
(Duany and Plater-Zyberk, 1991, 2000; Katz, 1994; Dutton,
2000; Kashef, 2009). The praxes of the New Urbanism
energized the planning and design fields with their imagi-
native visions and innovative methods that challenge con-
ventional practice. They brought back in full swing the
traditional spatial and urban vocabulary into the design and
planning literature. Although limited in scale and not
widespread, real-world developments in North America and
beyond began to internalize the New Urbanism ideals and
signal a shift to the reassembly phase in urban from (Figs. 9
and 10).

2.3.3. Urban sustainability/livability (Environmentalism)
Urban sustainability and livability terms are used concur-
rently and often interchangeably in the literature to denote
a major intellectual shift in thinking about urban from and
development. Fragmented modern cities with deprived
social and cultural opportunities are cited as unsustainable
and unlivable (Kashef, 2016). Sustainability paradigms
challenge the modernist belief in the benefits of limitless
growth and the capacity of scientific methods to counter-
balance the detrimental effects of modern urbanization on
the environment (Breheny, 1992). Scholars argued that
increasing urban density, encouraging mixed-use de-
velopments, and improving public transit would decrease
energy and land consumption and generally create more
sustainable and livable communities (Fowler, 1992;
Roseland, 1992; Ewing, 1997; Beatley et al., 1997; Bernick
et al., 1995). The leapfrog suburban development, which is
typical of the modern metropolis, consumes massive natu-
ral regions, leaving in-between large swaths of underutil-
ized and denaturalized lands. This development disrupts
the ecological harmony and affects the biodiversity
required for various natural processes and life cycles of
water, animals, plants, and other living organisms (Beatley
et al., 1997; Nassauer, 2011, 2012; Walter, 1992). The sus-
tainability and livability strands of thoughts provide a major
impetus for the reassembly urban paradigms that currently
permeate urban planning, architecture, and culture
literature.

3. Critical theoretical discourse Vis-à-Vis
technology and globalization

The rapid evolution of information and telecommunications
technology urged several theorists to cast doubts on the
future viability of the city’s social and physical institutions.
They pointed to the potential of new telecommunications
technology in replacing many physically bound social and
economic functions (Kashef, 2018; Mitchell, 1995; Graham
et al., 1996; Kellerman, 1993; Blais, 1996, 1999).



Fig. 9 New Urbanism Design representations for improvements aimed at urban Reassembly.

Fig. 10 Design representations for improvements aimed at urban Reassembly.
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Localized urban spaces today are made contingent by the
overwhelming logic of a global economy backed by exten-
sive telecommunications and information networks. Multi-
national corporations actively engage in organizing local
urban spaces according to their structural and management
needs. They are now afforded the opportunity to split their
operations into two distinct functions, namely, standard-
ized activities that can be performed efficiently by auto-
mated procedures and creative activities that demand a
dynamic human interface. The cost-effectiveness of
building a real time communication link between both
functions without the need for physical adjacency provided
corporations with ample freedom to relocate parts of their
facilities, where each function may achieve economy of
scale and use different market characteristics. Thus,
manufacturing facilities, administrative offices, and other
routine operations are relocated to regions that offer cheap
real estate and labor, whereas management headquarters,
design centers, and similar functions are physically
anchored in “mega” cities with diversified and highly skilled
workers. These structural transformations occur locally,
regionally, and globally with the attendant consequence of
perpetuating certain occupational profiles of individual
communities (Sassen, 1991, 2008; Mitchell, 2000).

Globalization theorists maintain that cities with high
concentrations of cheap and unskilled labor are vulnerable
to employment fluctuations, whereas cities with high-
skilled labor pool experiences growth. As a result, com-
munities become less occupationally and socially diverse
and will perpetually attract narrow ranges of occupations
that lead to extreme social, economic, and physical dif-
ferentiation within and amongst cites locally and globally
(Sassen, 2008; Blais, 1996). The use of information tech-
nology may create what might be called a “space-less job
market.” A proportion of workers is accommodated not in
the traditional workspaces, such as downtown offices or
suburban business parks but rather through “hoteling,”
shared workspaces, mobile offices, “telecenters,” or simply
in private residences. These work arrangements shift the
demand for workspace away from the traditional employ-
ment environments, thus reducing the need for conven-
tional, centralized workspaces (Blais, 1996). People
preferring rural or natural settings are afforded the op-
portunity to live and work from remote, digitally con-
nected, country houses or “electronic cottages” (Mitchell,
1995, 120). “Electronic shopping malls” allow retail estab-
lishments, particularly those for nonperishable items, to
decentralize at a few regional, national, and in certain
cases international centers located at convenient air
transportation hubs (Mitchell 1995, 86e92; Mitchell et al.
(Eds.) 2000, 1e6).

Other theorists refer to the impact of existing social
structures in constraining individuals’ choices. Only the
economically and information advantaged have certain
leverage in making their choices count. Hayden (1984) and
other feminist scholars argued that current metropolitan
structures especially the separation of workplace/home
and city/suburb leads to a male-dominated public sphere in
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the city and a constrained female environment in the sub-
urb. Metropolitan forms are described as “gendered
spaces” that restrict women’s choices and exclude them
from being agents of action in the built environment (Spain,
1995). They argue that the structural division of the modern
metropolis into urban and suburban worlds is largely based
on class, race, and ethnicity producing and reproducing
distinct structures that perpetuate social inequalities and
rigidly demarcate the choices of economically strained in-
dividuals (Thomson, 1989). The latter round of arguments
epitomizes what is called “critical urban study” and sub-
sumes an array of theorists with diversified backgrounds
and areas of emphases that tend to selectively avail of
modern and postmodern views (Soja, 2000).

Critical urban theorists portray land markets and land
use regulations as fraught with imperfections that entice
sprawl and facilitate social and spatial polarization be-
tween urban communities. They explain that properly
functioning markets require many buyers and sellers, good
information about prices and quality, homogeneous prod-
ucts in each market, and no external cost or benefit.
Critical theorists assert that current land markets conform
to none of these basics. The rate of land appreciation is
nebulous, causing land speculation and sprawl; detached
single-family housing is subsidized through the tax system;
utility rates are equally distributed regardless of the dis-
tance of development from utility facilities (Ewing, 1997).
O’Sullivan (1996) maintained that the private cost of
commuting is always less than the social cost. The inter-
nalization of these externalities would increase the rela-
tive cost of suburban living and encourage a more compact
mixed-use type of urban development. Governments in
North American cities perpetuated market problems by
not internalizing suburban externalities. Globalization
seemingly heightened the debate and reinforced the
modern/postmodern dichotomy. The structural changes
that North American cities experience today are as much
the result of the new global economy as of local and
regional events (Sassen, 1991, 2008; Castells, 2000;
Kashef, 2016). With vehement competition among cities
to attract business investments, corporations are gaining
the upper hand in dictating the spatial make up of large
tracts of land across urban areas, making urban environ-
ments vulnerable to their bottom-line business interest.
The shifting of production from one geographical space to
another is a recurring event. As Flanagan (1993) indicates,
this international force of investment becomes a colo-
nizing force with spatial dictates for its facilities and
managerial elite. Local interests may end up having little
power to resist international trends and directives of
powerful global corporations. Globalization theorists
generally maintain that cities develop self-enclosed ac-
tivity nodes that take their functional imperative from
connections within the global economy (Liggett et al.,
1995). Cities reach out and connect to global structures
that dilute the degree to which city space represents the
culmination of local territorial cultures. Thus, the new
postmodern urban geography is seen as the product of a
continuing sprawl and intensified urban nucleation
accompanied by a process of sociospatial integration and
disintegration (Soja, 2000).
4. Interviews with urban form/design
practicing professionals

This research supports its main argument regarding the
impact of technology and globalization on the modern
metropolis by engaging 15 highly experienced urban
design practitioners with extensive involvement in a wide
range of large-scale development projects in Toronto,
Canada. The researchers posed open-ended questions
related to the penetration of new technologies and ease
of knowledge transfer as well as flexibility of moving
people, goods, and businesses across the entire world.
Discussions with interviewees raised important questions
about current redevelopment projects in downtown areas
and potential of replicating successful experiences in
different locations. They also covered areas related to
mixed use developments and revitalization projects in
main streets and traditional neighborhoods. The primary
objective of discussions was to elicit professionals’ views
about the role of technology and globalization in shaping
current and future development trends in North American
cities.

This study used an integrated mode of analysis to ach-
ieve a balance among interpretative, analytic, and
descriptive approaches. Emphasis was placed on interpre-
tation through which the researchers identified patterns
and semantics in the interview data (Kvale, 1996). The
analysis of was predicated on Kidder’s “Negative Case
Analysis” method, (Kidder, 1981), and Neuman’s pattern
matching process referred to as “Successive Approxima-
tion” (Neuman, 2000), which involved advancing a series of
positional statements and continually revising and refining
them to account fully for the different patterns within the
transcribed text of the 15 interviews. Following this anal-
ysis technique, the researchers consolidated interviewees’
responses into concise positional statements that express
their understanding and views of discussed issues. This type
of analysis entails a complex and iterative process of
reading the interview data, writing positional statements,
rereading the data, rewriting, and so on until the proposed
positional statements best fit the interview data. Positional
statements are presented below under two major headlines
of technology and globalization.

4.1. Technology positional statements

4.1.1. Positional statement 1
Recent technological advancements helped revitalize
certain derelict downtown properties due to the noted
preference of certain high-tech employers and employees
for the urban vitality characteristic to old cities. Over the
last two or three decades, certain “Dot Com” industrial and
business facilities located themselves in city centers where
collective cultural and entertainment opportunities were
available.

4.1.2. Positional statement 2
The number of technology professionals is growing and
developing considerable interest in the vibrant and active
lifestyle of downtown areas. Due to the varied time
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schedules and increased leisure time by virtue of using
technology in work and business transactions, many peo-
ple seek to spend time in active social and cultural expe-
riences. The whole idea of “loft living” and mixed live/
work arrangements transpired as a result of high-tech
companies moving to urban cores. Several practitioners
commented that this shift is corroborated by the compe-
tition among North American cities to attract high-tech
businesses and the regeneration projects in old down-
town areas. Mixed-use, high-density centers were devel-
oped even amidst otherwise sedentary low-density
suburban environments.

4.1.3. Positional statement 3
Suburban home-based workers may in the future prefer to
live in dynamic small-town centers with a myriad of cultural
experiences to mitigate the social passiveness associated
with machine operation.

4.1.4. Positional statement 4
Established urban centers may witness increased business,
industrial, and residential use combined with diverse forms
of cultural and social entertainment. “Edge Cities” might
experience increased development, and several urban
centers may be established to service old rings of suburban
areas. By contrast, a form of exurbia with extreme
dispersion of settlement pattern could ensue because
certain people might choose to locate in country or
mountain estates and use the efficient and real-time global
communicative capacity of future telecommunication net-
works. This event will manifest differently among North
American communities.

4.2. Globalization positional statements

4.2.1. Positional statement 1
The current rebuilding process in North American cities is
largely attributed to the relocation of global corporate
offices to inner city districts. In addition to new building
starts, old buildings were readapted for office uses and
various live/work arrangements. Most high-tech com-
panies are shifting the focus of their operations to city
cores because their employees generally favor living in
urban centers over the suburban environment, which lacks
all the cultural and entertainment amenities of central
cities.

4.2.2. Positional statement 2
The economic and social prosperity in cities is currently
dependent on global investments. Cities that fail to attract
such investments are likely enduring social and economic
hardships.

4.2.3. Positional statement 3
Several cities yield to the spatial and economic dictates of
corporations due to overwhelming economic problems and
a lack of urban visions. By contrast, others can negotiate a
benign or contextual corporate presence conditioned by
local and environmental concerns. Cities must find ways to
remain competitive and viable for global business without
sacrificing local context and culture.
4.2.4. Positional statement 4
Several high-tech companies are locating in downtown
areas and causing a new wave of centralized business ac-
tivities. However, the majority of corporate developments
still elect the suburban alternative. They may even develop
in areas beyond the commuter sheds of current suburban
developments forming a new frontier or “exurbia.”

4.2.5. Positional statement 5
Cities should maintain flexible development agenda and
reduce roadblocks and bureaucratic red tape that might
make them unpalatable for global investments. Urban
development/design, under these circumstances, must
develop a comprehensive understanding and sensitivity to
social and economic issues and reinvent itself as an effec-
tive planning mechanism that integrate physical, social,
political, and economic concerns.
4.3. Interview highlights

The majority of interviewees talked favorably about glob-
alization and technology influences on central cities. They
largely attributed the development of loft living and the
new live/work arrangements to relocation of global entities
to inner city districts. Nevertheless, a few of them
cautioned from the likely clash between domestic values
and global interests. Under economic pressures, cites will
be compelled to concede to all corporate demands even if
they run contrary to social, cultural, and ecological con-
cerns. The question in interviewees’ assessment was not
whether cities should entertain global corporate presence
but rather how to attract global entities and work a balance
between local and corporate imperatives. Cities should
seek equilibrium between economic returns and social and
environmental attributes because if the latter were
squandered, then global corporations would automatically
loose interest and move to other places.

All interviewees maintained that globalization is inex-
tricably linked to global market deregulation and the
progress in telecommunications. Global corporations can
split their offices and relocate in different cities worldwide.
Corporate relocation is generally accompanied by con-
trasting patterns of decay in abandoned cities and growth
in host cities. A similar process accompanied the flight of
industry from urban cores to suburbs. This process does not
necessarily need to be construed as a negative impact of
globalization but a restructuring process in the world
economy. This restructuring may be accompanied by a
qualitative differentiation between cities based on their
technology readiness, local labor skills, and characteristics
of urban form. Cities are beginning to play an important
global role and may define the future of nations worldwide.
Cities should be able to accommodate varying global en-
tities that prefer suburban context or urban contexts. If
cities sustain a balance between global investment pres-
sures and local concerns, then they will have to contend
with the negative impacts of globalization (e.g. unwanted
low-density suburban developments) to reap its benefits
(e.g., investment in cores and rejuvenation of urban
economies).
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5. Research argument: disassembly versus
reassembly, a multifaceted perspective

This study examined the evolution of urban form and
brought together numerous theoretical constructs of
crucial significance to understanding urban social and
spatial structures. At the risk of oversimplifying the intel-
lectual discourse related to urbanization and city forms,
this work laid out a framework that deconstructs the rather
complex evolution process into the three stages of assem-
bly, disassembly, and reassembly. The following diagram
(Fig. 11) depicts the three-stage urban development
framework and provides an approximate timeline for each
stage.

The debate over disassembly and reassembly is quite
heated due to the short time period that witnessed the
metamorphosis of the compact traditional urban form into
the modern sprawled metropolis. Modern city proponents
note that the achievements of the last 100 years cannot be
underestimated. Although certain projects failed to
address social and cultural problems, others successfully
provided healthful and livable environments, especially
when compared with the degenerate conditions to which
they were reacting.

By examining this broad spectrum of architectural,
planning, and socioeconomic theories, this work offers a
multifaceted perspective of urban form. It lays the foun-
dation for informed debate over the future directions of
urban from. Disassembled urban developments of the 20th
century dictated a new urban economy in which local
areas became specialized and dependent on other parts of
the metropolitan system. Businesses and commercial op-
erations are afforded locational flexibility and can avail of
large tracts of land and an extended pool of skilled sub-
urban workers. The traditional mono-centric models gave
way to multiple-nuclei with different sized and open
economic structures. These multiple nuclei prefer to avail
of scale economies in terms of labor, transportation, in-
formation, and services. They tend to remain specialized
and trade with each other, thus creating a complex web of
socioeconomic relations that prevent the potential of
forming self-sustained or enclosed centers in the tradi-
tional sense.

Evidently, developments in the local neighborhood scale
suffered due to these metropolitan dynamics. Urban
renewal programs eradicated the affordable housing from
several inner city areas and replaced it with highly regi-
mented and socially alienating built forms. Builders pro-
moted single-family housing in low-density suburbs and
public and private financial mechanisms made building
upscale residential developments easier than establishing
affordable or rental housing. Zoning was implicated in the
territorial, social, and functional disassembly of urban
communities. Extremely dispersed spatial structures, un-
differentiated built forms, and disconnected street
network typical of metropolitan forms are unlikely to
encourage community culture and enhance the experiential
quality of urban forms. Urban theorists must assess the
social and environmental implications of regulatory policies
on the neighborhood scale, especially as they affect the
day-to-day life of residents.
The urban reassembly calls by contextualists and new
urbanists resonate with the dissatisfaction of a spectrum of
urban residents with the quality of the modern built envi-
ronment. Their vision incorporates pedestrian-friendly en-
closures and neighborhoods where residents can
conveniently walk or bike from home to work, school, and
parks. It depicts streets lined up with small shops, cafes,
and other entertainment hubs with a multitude of social
encounter opportunities. Sense of community and civility is
perceived as a by-product of a tightly structured built
environment that integrates live, work, and play possibil-
ities with multimodal transportation systems. Reassembly
visions captured the imagination of people who like to live
in cities and enjoy being part of a vibrant urban environ-
ment. These visions found their way in actual developments
and were successful in creating a viable alternative to the
conventional suburb. They attracted a good number of
professionals whose line of work transcends the geographic
limits of localities. Telecommunication technologies affor-
ded such professionals a global sphere of interaction while
enjoying the urban vitality of their immediate surround-
ings. Urban regeneration and revitalization of old neigh-
borhoods and town centers also provided a positive model
for urban reassembly. The revived localities demonstrated
the viability of traditional built forms, at least for those
who elected to live in and around them leaving behind
larger estates and expanses of suburban lands.

The debate on urban form is heightened by the fact that
postmodernism coexists within a modern planning frame-
work and built form whose proponents emphasize the
viability of its paradigms and methods. Disassembled urban
form is commonly explained in terms of economic rent
theory within a free market economy. Mainstream argu-
ments refute the notion that suburbanization was promoted
by policies, such as the preferential income tax treatment of
home mortgage interest, auto-subsidy, the expressway, and
land use regulations. In that sense, consumer preferences
for low-density suburbia, rather than zoning and financial
policies, guide the suburbanization process. Developers are
market-conscious and do not commonly risk-building unde-
sirable products. Mainstream analyses generally ascribe a
great deal of autonomy and capacity to individuals, families,
and consumers at large in leading the reorganization of the
built environment. The modern urban form is perceived as
the result of self-regulating market process involving large
numbers of relatively equal actors whose interaction pre-
cipitates inevitable spatial transformations.

Based on the combined evidence from the theoretical
analysis and the in-depth discussions with experienced urban
design practitioners, this study argues that revived tradi-
tional cores and medium-to-high-density mixed use de-
velopments happening today are driven by globalization
forces and facilitated by cutting-edge technological ad-
vancements. Main streets that exist within traditional
downtowns no longer provide the daily needs of neighboring
residential districts, such as bakeries, vegetable stands, and
variety stores. They are transformed from retail and
employment corridors serving their immediate residential
surroundings to regional entities with highly specialized
retail activities and a metropolitan-wide catchment area. In
addition, the main streets that were recently introduced in
new mixed use development increasingly accommodate
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specialty, upscale retail items, and entertainment/recrea-
tional venues that attract elite urbanites and suburbanites
with certain cultural aspirations. The reassembly visions do
not support the broad structural features and socioeconomic
dynamics of modern urbanity. In rejecting modernism and
criticizing its ahistorical and decontextualized practices,
several postmodernists hark back to the modern concept of
Howard’s Garden City and envision a metropolis composed
of a chain of self-sustained and walkable neighborhoods
connected by rail transit corridors. Cities will continue to
exhibit dual and contradictory process of centralization
exemplified in revived traditional cores and new medium-to-
high density mixed use nodes on the one hand and vast ex-
panses of highly decentralized or dispersed developments on
the other hand. Globalization and digital telecommunication
advancements are deeply implicated in future metropolitan
developments.

6. Research conclusion

This research paper provided an urban evolutionary context
and a framework for understanding the current heated
debate on urban form and development processes within
the North American context. It certainly did not aim to
outline a conception of “good built form” or lean to either
side of the disassembled or reassembled argument. Despite
occupying a considerable part of this study, the historical



Multifaceted perspective on North American urban development 481
review of urban development is indispensable to ground the
current debate and point to future possibilities. Under-
standing the history of the city and the changes that took
place over the last 100 years is critical for informed urban
form discussions.

The researchers performed in-depth interviews with
practicing professionals to test the validity of the research
argument regarding the impact of technology and global-
ization on current and future development process. To a
great extent, interview narratives supported the re-
searchers’ arguments and demonstrated the potential
impact of globalization and technology on the city. The
crux of the research argument is that competition between
cities on a global scale to attract foreign investments and
assert their presence probably catalyzed the resurgence of
urbanity and energized the minds of architects and plan-
ners to devise development patterns and transportation
tools that bring modern and postmodern forms closer
together. Cities are perceived today as engines of wealth
and prestige as well as anchors for economic and social
development. Urban life is being celebrated worldwide and
new megacities are arriving at the global scene. Hence,
cities are expected to thrive and recover the sense of time,
place, and civic purpose. However, future research on
urban from and development must consider the complexity
and multidimensionality of contemporary economic and
social forces, local and global, and how these forces are
manifested in urban reassembly visions aimed at creating
mixed use developments and regenerating traditional city
cores or exurban disassembly growth patterns that avail of
globalized economy and digital locational flexibility.

The juxtaposition of premodern, modern, and post-
modern urban forms and theories potentially unraveled
several complexities and ambiguities in the current urban
form theoretical discourse. Discussions and interviews
revealed that revived traditional cores and high-density
mixed use developments happening today are not mere
incarnations of historic urban models. Despite responding
to certain real market demands for livable and vibrant
urban environments, these quasi-traditional developments
are facilitated by technological advancements and global-
ization forces. Disassembled and reassembled urban forms
coexist today in a state of convergence and divergence,
conflict and adaptation, localization, and globalization.
Studying this heterogeneous mix of modern and postmodern
urban forms is essential to developing a critical interdisci-
plinary urban form discourse.
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